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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The indicated allowability of claims 1-3, 5-13, 15-20, and 22-26 are withdrawn in 
view of the newly discovered reference(s) to Mahany et al (US Patent 5,790,536). 
Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-13, 15-20, and 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Galasso et al (US Patent 6,374,302 B1) in view of Mahany et al (US 
Patent 5,790,536). 

Regarding to claims 1,12, and 20, Galasso discloses a gatekeeper 550-570 for 
use in a communication system (fig. 3), said gatekeeper comprising a processor (col. 5 
lines 37-40); and a memory (inherent) coupled to said processor, said memory storing 
instructions adapted to be executed by said processor for performing the steps of 
receiving at said gatekeeper a request for information 610 (fig. 4 col. 7 lines 58-60); 
determining whether the information is known by said gatekeeper 620 (fig. 4 col. 7 lines 
62-63); if the information is not known by said gatekeeper, sending the request via a 
second gatekeeper 570 to a third gatekeeper 560 (fig. 3-4 col. 7 lines 44-55), both said 
first and third gatekeepers being at a single gatekeeper hierarchical level (fig. 3-4 col. 7 
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lines 34-41); and receiving the requested information from the third gatekeeper 560 (fig. 
3-4 col. 7 lines 50-55). 

Galasso fails to teach the second gatekeeper 570 having the same hierarchical 
level as the first 550 and third gatekeepers 560. 

However, to arrange the second gatekeeper 570 with the same hierarchical level 
as the first 550 and third gatekeeper 560 would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to provides a network of gatekeepers that can be scale without 
the need of a centralized management point. 

Galasso also fails to teach for the first gatekeeper is adapted to cache 
the information received by the first gatekeeper so that if said first gatekeeper is again 
requested for said information, said first gatekeeper will be able to provide said 
information to the source of the request. 

However, Mahany discloses a hierarchical communication system, wherein at 
least one of said plurality access devices is configured to selectively store (cache) for 
future forwarding requested data (col. 4 lines 43-50). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to employ 
the storing of information for future reference as taught by Mahany into Galasso's 
system so that the communication pathway from the source of the request to the 
gatekeeper will be shorten. 

Regarding to claims 2 and 13, Galasso discloses the third gatekeeper sends the 
information to the first gatekeeper via the second gatekeeper (fig. 3 col. 7 lines 44-55). 
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Regarding to claims 3, 7, and 9, Galasso discloses each of said first, second, 
and third gatekeepers communicate with respective subscriber terminals (fig. 2 col. 4 
lines 53-57). 

Regarding to claims 5, 1 5, and 22, Galasso discloses the requested information 
is an address (col. 4 lines 55-57). 

Regarding to claims 6, 8, 16, 17, and 23, Galasso discloses the address is a 
network address or resource (col. 4 lines 57-60). 

Regarding to claims 10, 18, and 24, Galasso discloses the resource is a port, a 
link, or a trunk (col. 5 Table 1). 

Regarding to claims 11,19, and 25, each of the gatekeepers is adapted to use 
signaling messages conforming to International Telecommunications Union standard 
H.323 to receive and transmit information between at least itself and its respective 
subscriber terminals (col. 5 lines 11-15). 

Regarding to claim 26, the communicating entities are terminals, gateways, 
multipoint control units or communication networks (fig. 1-3 col. 4 lines 41-49). 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Due T. Duong whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3122. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (9:00 AM-6:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wing Chan can be reached on 571-272-7493. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



DD 



V WING CHAN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




